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Matter Of: Mehler Publishing Company-Reconsideration

File No.: B-258565.2; B-25864912

Date: December 20, 1994

DECISION

Mehier Publishlii Company requests reconsideratIon of our decision dismissing Its
protestti gainst the NatifinalInififiiteis ofH&eath. Wedlsitilssed the protests
because Mehler identified the subject maiter of its protests as the award of and
specifications for the award of grants. We do -not review grant awards under our
bid protest jurisdiction; rather we review 'the'award or proposed award of
procurement contracts, Mehler states that we erred in our conclusion that grants
and not procurement contracts were involved here,

Th& protests ivolve, respectively, theiSrmallfBuMiess Innovation Research-(SBIR)
program and itheSmalI BusiniessTechnology TransUer,(SlT rndeF both
programs, executive agences@ award 'fiidlng ijiinients" to .st b6hi0eW4 bfor
certain research efforts, 'leise fundiagreements'Vmay
grants, for£cooperative agreem1nt&.- -15 U.S.C. § 838M(eX3)(988) n its prot
Mehl& repeatedly indicated that its nceb n-was.with grant awarded contln4 Ully
using ~s~hu phrases as "grant evraluationand "grarit applUtion," No me1ition was
made-of the'award of a procurement contract. yhus, while Mihlei is correct in
now stating that procurement contracts may be awarded under these'research
programs, that does not change the fact that grantsimay also be awarded and that
Mehler identified only grant awards as the subject of its protests. Therefore, we
had no reason to view the protests as involving procurement contracts.

Accordingly, dismissal of the protests was proper; that dismissal is affirmed.

Ronald Berger
Associate General Cou




